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APPENDIX C

LABORATORY TESTING

In-Place Moisture and Density Tests

The moisture content and dry density of relatively undisturbed samples obtained from the
exploratory excavations were evaluated in general accordance with ASTM D 2937. The test
results are presented on the logs of the exploratory excavations in Appendix A.

200 Wash
An evaluation of the percentage of particles finer than the No. 200 sieve in selected soil samples
was performed in general accordance with ASTM D 1140. The results of the tests are presented
on Figures C-1.

Atterberg Limits
Tests were performed on selected representative
limit, plastic limit, and plasticity indeX in ge
results were utilized to evaluat
results and classifications are shg

samples to evaluate the liquid
ASTM D 4318. These test
arice with the USCS. The test

Proctor Density Tests
The maximum dry density and optimuny moisture content of selected representative soil samples
were evaluated using the Modified Proctor method in general accordance with ASTM D 1557.
The results of these tests are summarized on Figure C-3.

Direct Shear Tests

Direct shear tests were performed on a remolded and undisturbed samples in general accordance
with ASTM D 3080 to evaluate the shear strength characteristics of selected materials. The
samples were inundated during shearing to represent adverse field conditions. The results are
shown on Figure C-4 and C-5.

Soil Corrosivity Tests

Soil pH, and resistivity tests were performed on representative samples of the near surface soils
in general accordance with CT 643. The soluble sulfate and chloride content of selected samples
were evaluated in general accordance with CT 417 and CT 422, respectively. The test results are
presented on Figure C-6.
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. ) CHLORIDE
SAMPLE SAMPLE DEPTH " RESISTIVITY SULFATE CONTENT CONTENT ®
LOCATION (FT) p (Ohm-cm) (opm) %)
(ppm)
B-1 2.0-3.0 8.1 1,550 180 0.018 15
! PERFORMED IN GENERAL ACCORDANCE WITH CALIFORNIA TEST METHOD 643
2 PERFORMED IN GENERAL ACCORDANCE WITH CALIFORNIA TEST METHOD 417
3 PERFORMED IN GENERAL ACCORDANCE WITH CALIFORNIA TEST METHOD 422
CORROSIVITY TEST RESULTS FIGURE

PROJECT NO.

DATE

402132006

2/15

HOLLYWOOD COURTHOUSE
5925 HOLLYWOOD BOULEVARD
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

C-6

402132006 C-6 CORROSIVITY

B-1 2.0-3.0




	1. INTRODUCTION
	2. SCOPE OF SERVICES
	3. SITE DESCRIPTION
	4. PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION
	5. BACKGROUND
	6. GEOLOGIC CONDITIONS
	6.1. Regional Setting
	6.2. Geomorphology
	6.3. Site Geology
	6.4. Groundwater

	7. FAULTING
	7.1. Regional Fault Setting
	7.2. Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act
	7.3. Historic Earthquakes
	7.4.  Hollywood Fault
	7.4.1. Group Delta
	7.4.2. California Geological Survey FER 253


	8. FIELD EVALUATION
	8.1. Geologic Units
	8.1.1. Fill
	8.1.2. Holocene age Alluvial Deposits
	8.1.3. Pleistocene Age Alluvial Deposits

	8.2. Soil Stratigraphy

	9. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
	10. RECOMMENDATIONS
	11. LIMITATIONS
	12.  REFERENCES
	TABLE 1
	TABLE 2
	FIGURE 1
	FIGURE 2
	FIGURE 3
	FIGURE 4
	FIGURE 5
	FIGURE 6
	FIGURE 7
	FIGURE 8
	FIGURE 9
	FIGURE 10
	APPENDIX A
	Direct Push Core Logs

	APPENDIX B
	APPENDIX C

